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The last scheduled witness in 
the trial of Sirhan B. Sirhan 
took the stand today and im- 
mediately challenged the find- 
ings of several psychologists 
who have found the defendant 


to be psychotic. 

The witness, Dr. Leonard B. 
Olinger, a clinical psycholo- 
gist who is an instructor at the 
University of Southern Califor- 
nia, took issue with the inter- 
pretations of the scores that 
Sirhan made on a number of 
personality tests. 

Specifically, Dr. Olinger ob- 
jected to the interpretation 
given six questions in the Min- 
nesota Multi-Phasic Personal- 
ity Inventory Test, which two 
previous psychologists had re- 
lied on to show that Sirhan 
had extensive paranoid ten- 
dencies. I 

The answers to the ques- 
tions, the psychologist testi- 
fied today, where those of a 
man “under the pressures of 
being in jail” and could not 
be interpreted necessarily as 
indicating a paranoid condition. 

» The elimination of the 
six answers from the test, he 
sjaid, brought Sirhan’s tenden- 
cies toward paranoia “well 
within the normal range.” 


Trial in 14th Week 


Dr. Olinger was the 61st wit- 
ness to be called by the 
prosecution in the trial, which 
today entered its 14th week. 
Summations are expected to 
begin within the next day or so 
and the jury may have the case 
l?y Friday. 

i In his testimony, Dr. Olinger, 
4 thin-lipped, fussy man who 
spent a good deal of time at 
a blackboard covered with 
charts while he lectured the 
jury, contended that the other 
psychologists had not observed 
“absolute scoring integrity” 
and “proper scoring proced- 
ures” in evaluating Sirhan’s 


test scores. 

On the Minnesota Multi- 
Phasic, he said affirmative an- 
swers to such questions as j 
‘•I’ve been in trouble with the ! 
law” and “I am sure I’m being 
talked about” were the re- 
sponses of a man held for a 
long time in jail. 

“The answers show that Sir- 
han is in touch with reality,” 
Dr. Olinger told the jury. “They 
might indicate paranoia for a 
person not in iail but in this 
case they are normal re- 
sponses.” / 

Previous psychologists had ! 
interpreted Sirhan’s answers to j 
16 questions in the test of more 1 
than 500 questions as showing 
that he had a high levela of 
paranoia. 

Other Tests Questioned 
Dr. Olinger, by classifying 
the answers to six questions 
as the typical responses of a 
prisoner, reduced the number 
of replies indicating paranoia 
to 10, which he said was with- 
in the normal range. 

Dr. Olinger also took issue 
with the interpretations of oth- 
br tests during his day-long 
. testimony. He stressed that 
psychologists had to be contin- 
ually on guard to keep their 
own preconceptions from af- 
fecting the test results. 

Most members of the jury 
looked as dazed as bees in 
smoke as Dr. Orlinger talked 
bn and on about the tests and 
what they meant. Sirhan sat 1 
at the defense table alternately 
trying on a pair of sunglasses 
and staring fixedly at the ceil- 
ing. 

The jury has now heard sev- 
en psychologists and three psy- 
chiatrists describe Sirhan’s 
mental state before, during and 
after the fatal shooting of Sen- 
ator Robert F. Kennedy. Sel- 
dom have these experts agreed 
with one another on just what 
their findings meant. 

Two psychiatrists and one 
psychologist were on the wit- 
ness stand for a week each. 

By now, no one on the jury 
should be unfamiliar with each 
and every ink blot in the 
Rorschach test or the enigmat- 
ic pictures in the Thematic Ap- 
perception Test. 

In challenging the findings 
of his colleagues today, Dr. Or- 
linger said: “It appears to me 
Ihat there is a great deal being 
♦ead into the data which is 
Unfair.” On at least one oc- 
casion during the long day, he 
agreed with the prosecution 
that Sirhan was “not too far” 
from being a normal person. 


